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Ideological environmentalists embrace the notion that nature is pristine and benign. All must be, 
continue to be, and modified to be as it would be without human intervention. Supporting belief 
systems are problematic. (1) Part of nature includes living organisms that act on it. (2) Human 
intervention is an example of living organisms acting on nature. It cannot be taken out of nature. (3) 
Phenomena like predation suggest that all is not benign in nature. (4) The referents of pristine 
suggesting that which is untouched clearly can be countered by that in nature which is indeed touched. 
(5) Social constructions of nature and pristine and benign have been transformed throughout history. 
 
Functional environmentalists embrace the notion that human interventions--primary prevention and 
secondary/tertiary rehabilitation of threats within and to nature--is legitimate and necessary for the 
well-being of nature and those within it. So-called unnatural products and processes may have positive 
or negative consequences for nature. Even here, the notion of an unnatural product or process--e.g., 
something unnatural that somehow is coming from a natural organism--is socially constructed and 
transformed throughout history as well. 
 
Ideological environmentalism largely serves psychological security needs. People harbor belief systems 
based on ideological environmentalism as a means to manage conscious and unconscious psychological 
conflict. Although ideological environmentalism may be salutary for psychological concerns, it 
increasingly seems noxious for the physical world. 
 
Functional environmentalism--although implicated in serving psychological security needs as well as its 
ideological counterpart--seems more likely to address physical security needs as well. A case in point is 
genetic engineering. The ideologue would likely reject genetic engineering within agriculture--even as it 
contributes to increasing crop yields; reductions in the need to clear land for growing food; increased 
resistance of crops to pests, pesticides, and droughts; and facilitates economies of scale and economic 
diversification. Why? Because genetic engineering is not natural. The functionalist, on the other hand, 
would likely accept and even champion genetic engineering's benefits as contributions to nature. 
 
Disagreements over possible dangers of genetic engineering to physical security--and there are 
legitimate points of contention--too often mask the psychological security needs of those engaging in 
dialogue. As the constructions of mind and body interact in the health sciences, those of psychological 
and physical security needs interact in the policy arena. And all of this is natural. (See Carter, J. (August 
26, 1998). Who's afraid of genetic engineering? The New York Times, http://www.nytimes.com; 
Gabrielsson, A., & Paulsson, M. (1996). The actor view of nature and strategic change. Scandinavian 
Journal of Management, 12, 317-332; Petukhov, V.V. (1996). Nature and culture. Journal of Russian and 
East European Psychology, 34, 6-23; Reser, J.P. (1995). Whither environmental psychology? The 
transpersonal ecopsychology crossroads. Journal of Environmental Psychology, 15, 235-257.) (Keywords: 
Environment, Environmentalists, Functionalism, Ideology, Psychological Needs, Security.) 
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